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b 1352
Mrs. MEEK of Florida, Ms.

DEGETTE, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. PICK-
ETT, and Mr. PASTOR changed their
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’

So the amendment, as amended, was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. There
being no further amendments, under
the rule, the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD) having assumed the chair, Mr.
BASS, Chairman pro tempore of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 883) to preserve the
sovereignty of the United States over
public lands and acquired lands owned
by the United States, and to preserve
State sovereignty and private property
rights in non-Federal lands sur-
rounding those public lands and ac-
quired lands, pursuant to House Reso-
lution 180, he reported the bill back to
the House with sundry amendments
adopted by the Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put
them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 883.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Alaska?

There was no objection.
f

b 1400

ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING
AMENDMENT PROCESS FOR H.R.
1401, NATIONAL DEFENSE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2000 AND LEGISLATIVE
BRANCH APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
FISCAL YEAR 2000

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to inform the House of the plans of the
Committee on Rules in regard to H.R.
1401, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 2000 and the
Fiscal Year 2000 Legislative Branch Ap-
propriations bill.

Today the gentleman from California
(Chairman DREIER) informed the House
of the Committee on Rules’ plan re-
garding these bills in two ‘‘Dear Col-
league’’ letters.

The Committee on Rules will be
meeting the week of May 24 to grant a
rule which may restrict the offering of
amendments to the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000.

The bill was ordered reported by the
Committee on Armed Services on May
19. A copy of the bill and report will be
available for review in the office of the
Committee on Armed Services on Mon-
day, May 24. The bill is also expected
to be available for review on the Com-
mittee on Armed Services’ web site
this evening.

Any Member contemplating an
amendment to the bill should submit 55
copies of the amendment and a brief
explanation to the Committee on Rules
in H–312 of the Capitol no later than
Tuesday, May 25 at 5 p.m.

Amendments should be drafted to the
text of the bill as ordered reported by
the Committee on Armed Services.

The Committee on Rules is also plan-
ning to meet the week of May 24 to
grant a rule which may limit the
amendment process for floor consider-
ation for Fiscal Year 2000 Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act.

The Committee on Appropriations or-
dered the bill reported Thursday, May
20, and is expected to file its com-
mittee report on Thursday, May 25,
1999.

Any Member wishing to offer an
amendment should submit 55 copies
and a brief explanation of the amend-
ment to the Committee on Rules in
room H–312 of the Capitol no later than
12 p.m. on Tuesday, May 25. Amend-
ments should be drafted to the bill as
reported by the Committee on Appro-
priations. Copies of the bill may be ob-
tained from the Committee on Appro-
priations in room H–218 of the Capitol.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3426 May 20, 1999
Members should use the Office of

Legislative Counsel to ensure that
their amendments are properly drafted
and should check with the Office of the
Parliamentarian to be certain that
their amendments comply with the
rules of the House.

f

DECLARATION OF POLICY OF
UNITED STATES CONCERNING
NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE
DEPLOYMENT
Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, by di-

rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 179 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 179
Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 4) to declare it
to be the policy of the United States to de-
ploy a national missile defense, with a Sen-
ate amendment thereto, and to consider in
the House a motion offered by the chairman
of the Committee on Armed Services or his
designee to concur in the Senate amend-
ment. The Senate amendment and the mo-
tion shall be considered as read. The motion
shall be debatable for one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Armed Services. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the motion
to final adoption without intervening mo-
tion.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST), pending which
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only.

Yesterday, the Committee on Rules
met and granted a rule providing for
the consideration of H.R. 4, Declara-
tion of Policy of the United States
Concerning National Missile Defense
Deployment with a Senate amendment.

The rule is twofold. First, it makes
in order a motion to concur in the Sen-
ate amendment in the House. Second,
the rule provides 1 hour of debate on
the motion equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Armed Services.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4 is a straight-
forward bill, declaring that it is the
policy of the United States to deploy a
national missile defense system as soon
as it is technologically possible and to
seek continued negotiated reductions
in Russian nuclear forces.

Mr. Speaker, in 1957, during a speech
here in Washington, D.C., General
Omar Bradley warned that we are now
speeding inexorably towards a day
when even the ingenuity of our sci-
entists may be unable to save us from
the consequences of a single rash act or
a lone reckless hand upon the switch of
an uninterceptible missile.

Forty-two years later, General Brad-
ley is still right, not because we may
be unable to stop an incoming missile,
but because we cannot.

Not long ago, this House approved
the national missile defense program
by a margin of 317 to 105, a ratio of bet-
ter than three to one. I am urging my
colleagues to demonstrate their over-
whelming support for this rule and its
underlying bill once again.

Besides thousands of nuclear war-
heads on ballistic missiles maintained
by Russia, China has more than a dozen
long-range ballistic missiles targeted
at the United States, and countries
like North Korea and Iran are devel-
oping ballistic missile technology and
capability much more rapidly than
once believed.

The argument that rogue nations
need more than a decade to obtain bal-
listic missile capability is both tech-
nically irresponsible and politically
naive. The threat is real. The threat is
here. The threat is now.

Even worse, most Americans do not
realize that we have absolutely no de-
fense, none at all, against a missile at-
tack. We have been lulled into a false
sense of security, unaware that nations
across the globe are currently devel-
oping ballistic missiles which pose an
immediate threat to our security.

In fact, just last year, Iran launched
a medium-range ballistic missile with
the help of North Korea and Russia.

We can protect ourselves from mis-
siles of these potentially hostile na-
tions. Deployment of a national mis-
sion defense system would cost less
than our last six military peacekeeping
missions.

Let us pass this rule and pass this
declaration of policy and protect our
Nation and its people from the threat
of a missile attack.

I would like to commend the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE), and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON), chairman
of the Subcommittee on Military Re-
search and Development, for their hard
work on this very important measure.

I urge my colleagues to support this
rule and to support the underlying leg-
islation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. FROST asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, while I
support the Senate amendments to
H.R. 4, I rise in opposition to the rule.
I oppose the rule because of the process
or the lack thereof.

The Democratic members of the
House Committee on Armed Services
were totally bypassed on this bill; and
that, Mr. Speaker, is reason enough to
oppose the rule. The process is really
incomprehensible, Mr. Speaker, since
the Senate amendment to the House-
passed version of the bill states very
simply that it is the policy of the
United States to deploy as soon as is
technologically possible an effective
national defense missile system that

will protect the territory of the United
States from missile attack.

That simple statement of policy is
the distillation of what has been acri-
monious public debate for over 15
years. What has changed, Mr. Speaker?
I think most of the Members of this
body can agree that what this bill calls
for is not the Reagan Star Wars of the
1980s. Indeed, the Senate amendment
wisely adds language that subjects any
missile defense system to the annual
appropriations process which, in this
era of fiscal restraint, places real con-
straints on any proposed missile de-
fense system.

In addition, H.R. 4 does not mandate
one system over another, nor does it
mandate a date for deployment. In its
simplicity, this bill acknowledges that
the United States might well find itself
subject to an attack that we should be
prepared to defend against, but that we
should do so within the context of the
technological and financial realities of
1999.

Mr. Speaker, few of us in this body
can deny that the world has become,
since the end of the Cold War, an even
more dangerous place than we might
have imagined. There are rogue nations
and factions that seek to harm, if not
destroy, the United States.

This bill is an attempt to move for-
ward the debate on the issue of the na-
tional missile defense without the acri-
mony that has accompanied the discus-
sions on this subject in the past. H.R. 4
provides us with a good start, and I am
hopeful that it will help us move to a
resolution to a thorny, but incredibly
important, issue.

Mr. Speaker, this rule will allow 1
hour of debate on the Senate amend-
ments, a time limit that might have,
given the importance of this matter,
been extended to allow all Members
who are interested in this matter an
opportunity to speak.

In spite of the fact that the House
has conducted very little business in
the past few weeks, the Republican ma-
jority continually fails to give matters
of great importance adequate time to
be fully aired on the floor. I would hope
that when we return from the Memo-
rial Day recess, one that has now been
extended through an entire week, the
Republican leadership will consider a
schedule that gives important legisla-
tion more time to be debated by the
elected Members of this body.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON), who is the
House leading expert on missile de-
fense.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of the rule
and in support of the underlying Sen-
ate amendments, but I am not happy
with the legislation.

I am not happy because, when we
brought this bill up in the House, we
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